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extortion, is such an unequivocal affirination of the contract as
to amount to a waiver of the eomplainant 's rignt to rescind the
contract upon these gro-', LS even if proved.

5. 'When one party makes againet another a claim in the
existence and ainount of whieh he has an honeet belief, and the
other agrece to pay it without investigation, such agreement,
made in good faith, cannot afterwarde be repudiated on the
ground that the ainount is exessive. Dixon v. Evans, L.R. 5
E. & I. Ap. 606, applied; Smith v. Cuif, 6 M. & S. 160, dis-
tînguishied; sec also Leake on Contracts, 6th ed., p. 259, and
Linidsay I>etroleiim Co. v. Ilurd, L.R. 5 P.'C. 240.

C. P. Wilson, K.C., and J. F. Kilgour, for plaintiffs. J. E.
O 'C.oiinot, and S. H. McKay, for defendants.

Macdonald, J. ] SIEMENS v. DIRKS. rAp'iI 1).

Registry Act-Deposit of mort gage with registrar-Siatu.tory
requfirerne-tts of registration.

The mere dieposit of an instrument with the registrar does
not; amount to a registration under the Manitoba Registry Ac+,
R.S.MN. c. 150, a. 50; the certificate of the registrar ie required to
be endursed on the instrument to make the registration com-
plete; the registrar inuet .endorse the actaal date of the reis-
tration and the endorsement of an erraneous date of registra-
tion will flot give priority over an instrument which had been
previously registered.

Hlarris v. Rankin, 4 Man. R. 115, distinguished.
An action Vy Siemens the mortgjpge.e against Dirks9 the mort-

gagor and Long a sabsequent purchaser fromi Dirks without
notice of the mortgage, elaiming payxnent of the amount due
for principal and intereet and in defauit for foreclosure. The
defendant Long counùýrelainiing for rent of the premises froit
the date of hie purchase.

The plaintiff's action was dismissed against the defendant
Long, and the counterclaimn was also, disînissed.

WIilliains anxd Teich, for~ plaintiff. J-oskin, K.C.. and ArJo;utai
giie, for defendant.
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